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Dear Ms. Matsueda:
Draft Report
Environmental Review Process
Your letter to L. stephen tau has been forwarded to the Environmental
CE!1te:J:" for our response. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your
draft report on the environmental review process. I hope you will find
our comments helpful in deVeloping the final report. We have been
assisted in this review by Michael Graves and Bien Griffin, Anthropology;
Anders Daniels, Meteorology; and Randall Rush, Environmental Center.
General Comments
Development of guidelines for environmental assessment can be
extremely useful, particularly to assure consistency in management and
evaluations. However, there is a serious concern that greater emphasis
should be given in the opening remarks to stress the limitations of
"guidelines" and not mistake them for all encompassing assessment
requirements. The guidelines must not be considered rules by an applicant
or agency, nor as fulfilling all the requirements of HRS Chapter 343. It
should be noted that each site has its own individual characteristics, and
there should be flexibility in determining impacts according to site
specification.
Ocean Resources
section II-A, page 3, Evaluation. The scope of the title of this
paragraph is unclear. Furthermore, no explanation of the terms "DOMES"
and "Brock" is provided nor any indication of when such "methods??" would
be appropriate. Clarification of this section is needed.
Section n-B, page 4, Determining Impact. Similar confusion is noted
here as is mentioned in the above paragraph. The title is somewhat
ambiguous and the application of the seven points cited is unclear. More
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current reference material with specific application to tropical
environments would be better.
section II-C, page 5, Assessing Impact. We suggest the following
modifications to this section:
g. Include change in quality as well as quantity of
groundwater.
i. The term ''tidal waves" should be replaced with "tsunamis".
section II-C, page 6, is apparently mislabeled and should read Part
D. It should be recognized that there are an infinite number of
assessment techniques, and this should be so stated.
section m, page 6, mentions several laws and regulations. Many more
applicable laws and regulations do exist and should be noted, inclUding
but not limited to the National Environmental Policy Act, the Toxic
Substances Control Act, and the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act. We would be pleased to assist in further legal resource
development to ensure comprehensiveness.
Section V-A, pages 9-11, Contacts. It would be more useful if
addresses and phone numbers were included at least for the primary
offices. In paragraph Sa, Private [Contacts] should include either all or
none of the local environmental consultants operating in the marine
environment.
Anders Daniels, one of our reviewers, submitted his comments directly
to OEQC. We concur with his comments.
Archaeological and Historic Resources
section III-A, page 8, Federal Laws. The listing of federal laws
pertaining to historic preservation should include reference to the
Historic sites Act of 1935, Department of Transportation Act of 1966, and
American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978.
section m-B, page 9-10, state Laws. A set of roles recently drafted
by the Historic Sites section of the Department of Land and Natural
Resources should be added to the listing of state laws and regulations.
section V-A-1, page 11, Federal Contacts. The "National Park Service
Archaeological Program" should be replaced with "National Park Service,
Office of Archaeology and Historic Presel:vatiDn". It should be noted that
the Keeper of the National Register is part of the Office of Archaeology
and Historic PreseIVation, as well as several other agencies, such as the
Archaeological Assistance Division.
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section V-A-2, page 11, state Contacts. The "Historic sites Section",
should be included under c. "Land and Natural Resources".
streams
section II-A, page 3, Evaluation. In citing specific methodologies,
provision should be made to include either a reference to the methodolgy
or a detailed description should be included in the guidelines. Also, we
are particularly pleased to note inclusion of the reference to the
Instream Flow Incremental Methodology and the attached pages for
Appendix A. This is an essential procedure for assessing impacts to
stream systems and we strongly concur with its inclusion in your
guidelines.
We certainly commend your efforts to develop a set of guidelines to
help in meeting the need for education in environmental assessment
procedures at both the agency as well as the private sector level. We
would like to reiterate, however, that the guidelines are just
that.•.guidelines, and should not be considered as all encompassing
"rules" for drafting an environmental assessment or statement. We
appreciate the opportunity to comment this draft report.
Yours truly,
~Q~j- ~~iLV-'
~\ - '. .Jo n T. Harr1.sonE~ ironmental Coordinator
cc: L. stephen Lau
Michael Graves
Bion Griffin
Anders Daniels
Randall Rush
